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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgement 

1 . This is in response to an amendment filed on 02/28/2008. Claims 1-27 are pending and 
have been examined. Examiner inadvertently typed Bowman instead Narin in paragraph 1 of the 
103 rejection in the previous action. Examiner has corrected the typo. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



2. Claims 1-27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Narin et al. (U.S. 
20040158709) ("Narin"), in view of Cronce et al. (U.S US 20030172035) ("Cronce"). 

3. As per claim 1, Narin teaches a method comprising: maintaining digital records of software 
licenses for a group, the digital records indicating rights associated with software licenses, 
the digital records being accessible by a group member using a web application; and 
accessing, by the group member, the web application to input information concerning an 
software license that is not stored in the digital records so as to allow an administrator to add 
the missing software license (see abstract, fig 11, paragraphs 0140-0154). 
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4. As per claims 2-9, Narin teaches a method wherein the web application provides the 
information to the administrator, allows the administrator to accept or deny the missing 
license and wherein accepted licenses are added to digital records, to request additional 
information from the group member, web application can be used to adjust the rights 
associated with the software license, to provide license keys for the software, uses role based 
security, stores configuration information for the computers running the licensed software 
(see abstract, fig 11, paragraphs 0140-0154). 

5. As per claim 10, Narin teaches a license management system comprising: a memory adapted 
to store digital records of software licenses for a group, the digital records indicating rights 
associated with software licenses, and a processor adapted provide a web application to allow 
a group member to access the digital records, the web application allowing a group member 
to input information concerning an software license that is not stored in the digital records so 
as to allow an administrator to add the missing software license (see abstract, fig 1 1 , 
paragraphs 0140-0154). 

6. As per claims 11-18, Narin teaches a method wherein the web application provides the 
information to the administrator, allows the administrator to accept or deny the missing 
license and wherein accepted licenses are added to digital records, to request additional 
information from the group member, web application can be used to adjust the rights 
associated with the software license, to provide license keys for the software, uses role based 
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security, stores configuration information for the computers running the licensed software 
(see abstract, fig 11, paragraphs 0140-0154). 



7. As per claim 19, Narin teaches a computer readable media comprising software to instruct a 
computer to do the steps of: maintaining digital records of software licenses for a group, the 
digital records indicating rights associated with software licenses, the digital records being 
accessible by a group member using a web application; and in response to accessing, by the 
group member, the web application to input information concerning an software license that 
is not stored in the digital records, enabling an administrator to add the missing software 
license (sec abstract, fig 11, paragraphs 0140-0154). 

8. As per claim 20-27, Narin teaches a method wherein the web application provides the 
information to the administrator, allows the administrator to accept or deny the missing 
license and wherein accepted licenses are added to digital records, to request additional 
information from the group member, web application can be used to adjust the rights 
associated with the software license, to provide license keys for the software, uses role based 
security, stores configuration information for the computers running the licensed software 
(see abstract, fig 11, paragraphs 0140-0154). 

9. Narin did not explicitly describe a method/system that teaches web application. However, 
Cronce describes an invention that relates to software licenses, and more particularly to 
establishing a record of licenses used on a user's computer such that licenses can be reviewed 
or retrieved for download to the user's computer in the case of a lost or damaged license. 
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According to Cronce, a web server 102 includes a web application 400 and associated 
database 407, which contains software licenses 143 that have been uploaded from user's 
computer 101 over network 103 (par. 20-23, 25-26, 34, 38-40). 

10. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to construct a system that would employ a method/system that teaches 
web applications. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to implement such a system because the motivation to do would be 
the ability to deploy, update and maintain applications through the web without having to 
distribute, update and install software/application on potentially thousands of client 
computers. 



Response to Arguments 

1 1 . The United States Patent and Trademark Office has fully considered the applicant's 
arguments filed on 02/28/2008, but has not found those arguments to be persuasive. 

Argument 1: Prior Art does not teach the aspects of web application 

12. Response 1: Narin did not explicitly describe a method/system that teaches web application. 
However, Cronce describes an invention in which a web server 1 02 includes a web 
application 400 and associated database 407, which contains software licenses 143 that have 
been uploaded from user's computer 101 over network 103 (par. 20-23, 25-26, 34, 38-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to construct a system that would employ a method/system that teaches 
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web applications. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to implement such a system because the motivation to do would be the 
ability to deploy, update and maintain applications through the web without having to distribute, 
update and install software/application on potentially thousands of client computers. 



Conclusion 

13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Any new ground(s) of rejection is due to the 
applicant's amendment. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

14. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end 
of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to EVENS J. AUGUSTIN whose telephone number is 571-272-6860. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm M-F. 
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16. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571)272-6779. 



/Evens J. Augustin/ 

Evens J. Augustin 
June 24, 2008 
Art Unit 3621 



